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Re: U.S. Serial No, 09/477,021 

Please see following Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



In case of a problem with this transmission, please call the Fax Operator at 408.282.1866 
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IMPORTANT: This fax transmission is intended only for the addressee, it contains Information from the law firm of Theien Reid & 
Priest LLP which may be privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Dissemination, distribution, or 
copying of this by anyone other than the addressee or the addressee's agent is strictly prohibited. If Lhrs transmission is received in 
error, please notify Theien Reid & Priest LLP immediately at the telephone number indicated above. We will reimburse your costs 
incurred in connection with this erroneous transmission and your return ot these materials. THANK YOU. 
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Certificate of Transmission under 37 CFR 1.8 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile 
transmitted to the United States Patent and Trademark Office 

on July 9. 2004 . 
Date 




Signature 



Sharon E. Byam 

Typed or printed name of person signing Certificate 



Note: Each paper must have its own certificate of transmission, or this 
certificate must identify each submitted paper. 



U.S. Serial No. 09/477,021 

Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form (w/attachment) 



This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.8. The information rs required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the 
USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiaflty is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 1.8 minutes to 
complete. Including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual 
case. Any comments on tha amount of tirna you require to complete this form end/or suggestions for reducing this burden, Should be sOnt to the Chief 
Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND 
FEES OR completed FORMS TO thjS address, send TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313- 
1450. 



if you neeo 4 assistance in completing the form, caff 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option z 
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Approved for use through 07/3 1/2 DOS. OMB 0S51-Q031 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No.: 09 /477,021 First Named Applicant: Chandrupatla 

Examiner : Nguyen f rhan Art Unit: 2176 Status of Application :_Eexidijig, 

Tentative Participants: 

(I )Chau Ncruyen, Examiner f2 ) Joseph Feild, Examiner 

O lMa'rc S. Hanish, (4) 

Reg. No. 42,626 
Proposed Date of Interview: Proposed Time: (AM/PM) 

Type of Interview Requested; 

(1) (x) Telephonic (2) [ ] Personal (3) [ ] Video Conference 

Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: [ ] YES [ ] NO 

If yes, provide brief description: 



Issues To Be Discussed 

Issues Claims/ Prior Discussed Agreed Not Agreed 

(Rej. t Obj., etc) Fig, #s Art 

0) Rej-. 1-66 [ ] [ ] [ ] 

(2) . [ ] [ ] [ ] 

(3) [ ] [ ] [ ] 

W [ ] [ ] [ ] 



[ ] Continuation Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 



See attached page- Please contact Applicant to arrange for 
interview time at Examiner's convenience- 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on . 

NOTE: 

This form should be completed by applicant and submitted to the examiner in advance of the interview (see MPEP 
§ 713.01). 

This application will not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview. Therefore, applicant ts advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 



(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature) (Examiner/SPE Signature) 



This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1,133. The Information ii required to cbtnio or retain a benefit by (ho pub Iks which Is to fife (and by the 
USPTO to process) on a p plica too. Confidentiality is £Ov c rood by 35 U.S.C 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This eoHeerfftn b tftiraaccd » Is let 21 minute* to complete, 
Including gjdttrlnfi, preparing *nd subjoining Ibo cutapltted applicadoa form Co the USPTO. Time will vary depend in* upon lha individual cue. Any comments 
OS dx amount Of time jfOu require to complete this funn mod/or suggestions for reducing tnjs burden, should bo sent to the Chief Information Officer, U,S» Patent 
And Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, AlexandrU, VA Z23 13-24501 DO ISOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS 
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patent*, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 223 13- 14 SO. 

If you need assistance in completing the form, call I-800-PTO~9I99 and select option 2 
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U.S. Serial No. 09/477,021 CISCO-1340 

Applicant feels that the Final Office Action does not provide a proper basis for the 
obviousness rejection. Specifically, Applicant pointed out in the last response that it was unclear 
whether the Patent Office was alleging that the element "a central database of all NASes" was 
contained in the Chuah reference or the Holt reference. The Final Office Action states that "it is 
not necessary to have only one reference including 'a central database of all NASes', either 
Chuah et aL reference or Holt et aL reference teaches £ a central database of all NASes' or maybe 
both do teach 'a central database of all NASes*." 

Applicant feels that the Patent Office has misconstrued the last response. Applicant 
agrees that it is perfectly appropriate to have an obviousness rejection wherein two references are 
combined in a certain way to teach a single element, as opposed to the single element being 
taught in one of the references or another. However, no matter what the basis is for the rejection, 
Applicant maintains that it is necessary for the Patent Office to specify the basis. If the Patent 
Office feels the element is taught by Chuah alone, then it must say as much. If the Patent Office 
feels that the element is taught by Holt alone, then it must say as much. If the Patent Office feels 
that certain elements of Chuah can be combined with certain elements with Holt to teach the 
element, then it must say as much and point out those elements of each. 

It appears clear from the Final Office Action that the Patent Office is unsure whether Holt 
alone or Chuah alone teach the element, or whether the references must be combined to teach the 
element (see the "maybe" language in the above quote). If the Patent Office does not know, then 
the Applicant clearly cannot know. Since the Applicant cannot know, it becomes impossible to 
respond to the rejection, as the rejection has not properly been defined. 

In short, Applicant feels that the Patent Office is required to commit to a basis for the 
rejection and to express that basis in a clear manner. In this case, Applicant respectfully 
maintains that the Patent Office has merely handwaved and stated generally that somewhere in 
Chuah or Holt or both together the element exists, and it is up to the Applicant to figure out 
where. Applicant feels this is inappropriate and is requesting appropriate correction. 
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